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been asked-to write a foreword to the first number ofthis 
monthly leaflet, and I do'so with the greatest Willingness. With 
willingness, but not exactly with pleasure ; for it is an ungrateful 
task to put obstacles in the path of those who are trying to take _ 
even a short step, towarils the restoration of hristian, unity. But. 
though unity is good, a true faith and a right order are better ; 
and if it seems as though these were being sacriliced to an out- 
ward unity tt cannot be right to keep silence. 


Twenty vears ago Bishop Weston was moved to ask the 
question, Ecclesia Anglicana, what does it stand for? The 
‘answer Was perhaps none too easy then; but it is still more 
‘difficult to-day. It is indeed still possible to point to the Prayer: 
Book and show that we stand for the Catholic Creed, the Apostolic 
Ministry, and the Biblical Sacraments ; and not only that we 
stand for these things but that we think them necessary. But 
if they really wre necessary, are we not contradicting ourselves 
‘if we pretend that. we can unite into’ one, body with those 
who notoriously think otherwise? If we unite with those who 
hold that the Creeds merely witness to%ergain truths other than 
their own contents, and need not themselves be taken as truth, 
are we not quite clearly saving. that belief in the Creeds ts not 

. necessary 2? So if we accept as ministers men who have been 
ordained by those who have not behind them the original apostolic 
authority to ordain, are we not saving that after all episcopacy is 
not necessary ? We are not leaving the question open: we are. > 
answeriagg it in the neg ative, | 


Vestine 


That is the heavy weight which the adoption of the South India 
Scheme by the Church of India, Burma and Ceylon ts laying on 
our minds and consciences to-day. It may indeed be said, quite 
truly, that the Church of England is not at present compromised. 
All that has happened is that another Anglican Church has given 
permission to four of her dioceses to separate themselves from 
her in order to try this experiment of union with two other 
groups of Christians who do not satisfy our view of what is 
_ necessary in the matter of faith and order. We have been told 
--on the highest authority that there can be no formal union 
between the Church of England and the proposed South Indian 
Church except by an explicit act of Convocation. So far so good : 
but what of the future? If the South India Scheme comes to 
fruition there can be no doubt that other “ South India ’’ schemes 
will spring up all the world over. We shall be faced with many 
newly-constituted groups containing those who have been 
practising Anglicans combined in one body with others of very 
different traditions. Is it not inevitable that in the end these 
groups will be absorbed into the Anglican Communion? Not 
perhaps until some attempt has been made to give an appear- 
ance of regularity to their Orders ; but, after all, formally valid 
Orders are not everything : the faith is what ultimately matters. 


But that is not all. The matter touches us more closely still. 
Already, even in this country, the vital distinction. between the 
_ Apostolic Church and Ministry and those whose teaching and 
commission rest on other foundations is in danger of being 
blurred. In very many directions the suggestion is being subtly 
made, not merely that the division of Christians .s deplorable, 
which is true, but that it does not’matter. Ministers who hold no 
commission from the Church are allowed to preach in our pulpits ; 
unconfirmed nonconformists are invited to geceive Holy Com- 
munion ; and at present there is a definite scheme on foot by_ 
which nonconformist ministers are to be appointed as ‘‘ Wardens ” 
of an undenominational institution in the closest possible con- — 
nection with-a cathedral; and the expressed intention is that” 
part of their responsibility shall be the teaching of religion. 


_ It seems to come to this: that in the near future the Church ~ 
of England is to be invited to depart from the Via Media and - 
range herself ‘on the side of undenominational Protestantism and 
against the traditional faith and order of Catholic Christendom. 
The consequences for her future may be more serious than is 


generally recognized. Ifthisisso, ‘‘ Defence of Church Principles” 


is our great need, and the Council is well advised to take every | 
means of bringing home to Church people in general the:fact that 
these principles are being gravely jeopardized. That is the object. 


_of FAITH AND Unity.” 
% KENNETH MACKENZIE. 
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“FAITH AND UNITY” 


THE attacks on the fundamental principles ofthe Christian 
faith both within and without the Church continue unabated, 
and unsatisfactory schemes for reunion are still pressed upon 

us. But owing to the restrictions on newsprint the Church 
papers, which have to provide every kind of ecclesiastical 
news and to comment on general news from the Church point 

of view, cannot devote more than a comparatively small space 
to questions of reunion. The situation is continually changing, 
and important documents are ifsued from ‘time to time, but 
appear only in summary form, so that it is difficult to keep 
oneself fully informed on this subject of vital importance to 
all Churchmen. 


The Council for the Defence of Church’ Principles has, 
therefore, decided to produce, under the title of “ Faith and 
Unity,” a monthly leaflet of news and comments on the 
reunion situation both at home and abroad, and invites the 
co-operation of the clergy and laity to ensure its having a wide 
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circulation among lay people as well as among priests. The 
leaflet will be sold at threepence a copy (three shillings a year), 
but this is not likely to cover the cost of production, which is 


considerable. 


At the same time the Council is convinced that as its 
commitments are increasing and its activities being widened, 
the time has come when its finances also should be more 
widely based. Hitherto it has been mainly dependent on a 
few large donations to its funds: now it seeks the support of 
the many. Will you please help the work of the Council by 
yourself subscribing as liberally as you are able and by per- | 
suading as many others as you can to do the same. To all 
who send not less than three shillings a copy of the leaflet 
will be sent for twelve months, but we trust that many will 
be able to subscribe more genergusly. | 


(Signed) W. B. O'BRIEN, S.S.J.E., Chairman. 
R. HELBY CHAMBERS, Treasurer. 
_A.G. BLoop, Secretary. 
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Subscribers for this monthly leaflet are wanted in large numbers. 
Inserted in this issue is a subscription form, which some readers 
may already have received. If so, please use it to gain another 


subscriber: if not, please use it to-send your own subscription.* 


Parish priests may like to have copies of the mset to distribute 
with their patish magazine: the Secretary of the Council will be 
glad to send them on request. Indeed he will be glad to send 
them to anyone who will make good use of them... Subscriptions 
for the leaflet (3s. a year) and all communications for the editor 


should be addressed to the Secretary, C.D.C.P., 6 Perth Road, 


Beckenham, Kent. 


The Hong Kong Incident has closed with the action taken by the 
Chinese Episcopal Synod at its first meeting after the war. We 
are thankful to be able to record in our first issue this instance of 
the upholding of Church principles by the Synod. See the report 
on page 4. 


The South African Synod’s Statement on the South India 


Scheme, printed on page 6, is important. Do not pass it over, 
even if you have already read a summary of it. The summaries 
we have seen and heard of omitted points that really matter. 

* * * 


The Lambeth Conference of 1948 may possioly, if not even 
probably, be asked to pronounce on the South India Scheme 
before it is finally decided to implement the proposed union. We 
— it will, for the more the Scheme is studied—and many of its 

upporters as well as of its opponents have not réad it—the less 
it is liked by those who have a grasp of Church principles and 


who see through the vague and ambiguous wording of the Scheme, 


the overthrow of principles which in the Book of Common Prayer 
and the Ordinal are plain for all to see. ) 


A Travelling Secretary and Speaker has been engaged by the _ 


Council and will begin his work for us at Michaelmas. He is the 


. Rev. H. F. Painter, Vicar of St. Mary and St. John, Oxford, who 


is retiring shortly. He is a speaker and organizer of great ability, 


- and the Secretary of the Council will be glad to hear from any 


parish priest or others who would like to arrange meetings for 
Fr. Painter to speak on the situation in South India and at home, 


and the dangers which are threatening the Church. Fr. Painter . 


will not deal with correspondence nor address meetings. before, 
October ist: until then please write to the Secretary, C.D.C.P.," 
6 Perth Road, Beckenham, Kent. | | 
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THE HONG KONG “ORDINATION” 


What happened 


No official account of the Hong Kong “ Ordination ”’ has been 
issued, but what apparently happened was this. When the 
Japanese captured Hong Kong they tried to persuade the aged 
Chinese Suffragan Bishop to “ collaborate.” He would not fall 
in with their plans and succeeded in escaping to the interior. 


Before he left, however, he sent. a licence to the deaconéss at 
Macao to celebrate the Holy C ommunion, as the Anglican con- . 


gregation there was isolated and without a priest. Bishop Hall, 
on hearing of this, realized the extreme irregularity of the situa- 
tion, but with characteristic loyalty to his Chinese colleagues, 
proceeded to “regularize’’ the position by “ordaining”’ the 


deaconess to the priesthood. Though he clearly believed that his — 


action was theologically legitimate, it seems highly improbable 
that he would have acted as he did under ordinary circ umstan es. 


C.D.C.P. Statement - 


When the news of the Bishop of Hong Kong's attion reached 
this country, the circumstances which led up to it were unknown, 
but the C.D.C.P., while realizing the extreme gravity of his 
action, assumed that it was conditioned “ not merely by a false 
theological opinion, but also by a genuine pastoral desire to provide 
ministrations for his people in a very difficult situation.” It was 
also kpown that Archbishop T emple, while personally deploring 
what had happened, was most anxious not to appear to claim 
jurisdiction in the Province of China.” C.D.C.P. therefore drew 
up a careful statement. In this, the honourable position of women 
in the Church was stressed and it was recognized, “ that the 
conditions of these present times_make it desirable that women 
should take a larger share in the organized and aidl work of the 
Chufch than they have in more recent times in the Anglican 


Communion, and further, that new forms of women 's work may | 
emerge which were not contemplated in the past.’’ wees 


also pointed out that Bishop Hall had acted in a matter in which 
“no individual Provinee of the Catholic Church, still less an 
individual Bishop, has either the right or the competence to act 
alone,’ that his action sprang “ from a false conception of the 


Christian doctrine of equality, which confuses equality of value 
with equality of function,” that “it has been the consistent ~ 


assumption of the Church down the ages, not so much that the 
admission of women to the Christian priesthood is undesirable 
. as that it is impossible, women being incapable of being the subject 
of the sacrament of ordination to the priesthood by reason of 
their position in the divine economy,” and that “ the supposed 
ordination of a woman to the priesthood is null and void.” 


¢ 
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While disclaiming any desire to interfere in the affairs of 
another province, C.D.C.P. called for a statement from the 
English Bishops, both on the ground that Bishop Hall derived 
his orders from Canterbury and that the matter having implica- 
tions beyond the borders of the Province of China, the Bishops 
of that Province might reasonably expect guidance from the 
Mother Church. The statement was sent to Bishop Hall himself 
and to all the accessible Bishops in China, as well as to the 
Bishops in this country. In a personal letter, Archbishop Temple 
wrote of the statement, “ It is very temperately and sympa- 
thetically phrased,” and expressed his gratitude for this. 


The Archbishop's Letter 


It was also pointed out privately to the Archbishop, that under 
war conditions a meeting of the full House of Bishops in China 
was impossible and yet that it would be courting failure to launch 
the appeal for the Church in China without making public the 
fact that the Archbishops did not approve Bishop Hall's “ ordina- 
tion.”” A letter to Bishop Hall was drafted by Archbishop Temple, 

-which, while claiming no jurisdiction, deplored his action, 
described it as contrary to all Church law and precedent, and 
_ tltra vires. This was despatched by the Archbishop of York 
_ after Archbishop Temple's death, and finally made public by the 
present Archbishop of Canterbury at the summer meeting of 
Convocation. last. year, some time before the launching of the 


Are hbishops’ Appeal. 


Satisfactory C usion 


Bishop Hall let it be known last year that he would submit to 
the fadanael of his fellow Bishops in China. They have now met 
and passed the resolution : “ The House regrets the uncanonical-« 
action of the Bishop of Hong Kong in ordaining Deaconess Lei - 
to the priesthood ; and having understood that Deaconess Lei 
has already placed in his hands her resignation from her priestly 
ministry, this House requests the Bishop of Hong Kong to accept 

_ it.” The Bishop has acted in accordance with the resolution. 

The mattér has thus beersettled-by- the Bishops of the Church 
»¢© in China, the majority of whom are Chinese. As the Church 
Times pointed out: “ So clear a decision will promote. general 
confidence in that Church's sense of responsibility and reliability 
of judgment.”’ . 

Those who, because of the incident, have felt hesitant about 
subscribing to the Archbishops’ Appeal for the Church in China, 
may now do so, not only without hesitation, but also as an act of 
thanksgiving fr the deliverance of the C hurch from a threat to 


her Catholic heritage. 
MICHAEL BRUCE. 
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STATEMENT THE SOUTH 
CHURCH UNION SCHEME 


PRESENTED to, amended and adopted by the Provincial Synod of 
the Church of the Province of South Africa at Cape Town, 


November 1945. 


In view of the fact that the General Council of the Church of: 


India, Burma and Ceylon has now accepted the Scheme of Union 
in South India, and has agreed that the four dioceses of the 


Church in South India shall be separated off in order to form 


part of,.and be merged into, the new and independent Church of 


South India : 


1. The Provincial Synod notes with thankfulness that the 
General Council of the Church of India, Burma and Ceylon has 
re-affirmed its adherence to the expression of Faith and Doctrine 


set forth in the Constitution of that Church adopted on_tst March, 
1930, and approves the reply given by the Arc ‘hbishop of Cape . 


Town in November 1943 to an inquiry from the Metropolitan of 
India. The Synod earnestly desires that the Church of the 


Province of South Africa should remain in full communion with. 


the Church of India, Burma and Ceylon, so long as that Church 
retains its present standards of faith and order unimpaired. 


2. The Provincial Synod greatly regrets that the Constitution 
of the proposed Church in South India in its present form differs 
considerably in certain important points from the Constitution 
oftthe Church of India, Burma and Ceylon ; and from the form in 
which the Scheme received the general approval of the Lambeth 
Conference of 1930. While abstaining at this stage from pro- 
nouncing a final decision as to the relations of the Church of the 
Province of South Africa with the proposed new Church of South 


India, should..it come into being, this Synod declares that it | 


regards itself-as bound to maintain its aieea discipline with 
regard to the authorization of Bishops, Priests and Deacons to 


minister within the Province, and the acceptance of those who 


desire to be admitted to receive Holy Communion therein. 


3. The Provincial Synod desires to put on record. its apprecia- 
tion of the Christian aim and temper which has animated the 


organizers of the proposed measure of reunion in South India, ~ 


and shares their desire to promote the corporate reunion of Christ- 


endom ; but is in duty bound to express its conviction that the | 


Constitution of the proposed Church in South India does not 
provide an adequate basis for that ‘ full communion and fellow- 


| 

. 


ship ” which is greatly to be desired. Further, in view of the 

| grave anxiety of many Anglicans lest the proposed reunion 

| } should, if consummated on the present basis, lead to widespread 

: disunity within our Communion, this Synod begs the negotiating 
parties not to proceed with it, until the next Lambeth Conference — 
has had an opportunity of reviewing the situation. 


The Synod hopes that in the meantime other proposals may be 
considered which will provide stronger safeguards of the dis- 
tinctive doctrines of the Church expressed in the formularies of 
the Anglican,Communion. 


THE SouTH AFRICAN SYNOD SPEAKS oe 


A Comment 


WE are glad to be able to publish the full text of the Statement 
on the South India Church Union Scheme issued by the Pro- 
vincial Synod of the Church of the Province of South Africa. It 
is an important pronouncement which should be studied in full 
and not merely in summary form. Thé Statement is clear in its 
wording, but there are three points to which we would draw. 
attention. 


The concluding. words of Section 1, “so long as that Church 
retains its present standards of faith and order unimpaired,” ~ 
surely carry a note of warning which should not go unheeded. It 
| has been said that it is only a few extremists in England who are 

. troubled at the adoption by the General Council of the Church. 
~» of India, Burma and Ceylon of the South India Scheme and the - 
| > significance of that adoption with regard to the orthodoxy of the, 
|. dioceses in India not themselves included in the proposed union. 
| The words which we have quoted certainly suggest that the South 
| African Synod also is not altogether happy about it. 


In. Section 2 of the Statement attention is drawn to the fact 
that, ‘‘ the Constitution of the proposed Church in South India 
in its‘present form differs considerably in certain important points 
from the Constitution of the Church of India, Burma and Ceylon ; 
and from the form in which the Scheme-received the general 
approval of the Lambeth Conference of 1930.”” As an instance we 
may cite the position of the Creeds.. & 


“ The Church of India, Burma and Ceylon . . . accepts the 
ancient creeds of the Church, commonly called the Nicene and 
the Apostles’ Creeds, as authoritative summaries of that faith.” ~ 
(Declaration 1 of the Constitution.) In the Basis of Union (page 
4), ‘‘ the uniting Churches . . . accept the Apostles’ Creed and the _ 
Creed commonly called the Nicene, as witnessing to and safe- .- - 
guarding that faith.”” Ht will be noticed that the Creeds are no 
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longer authoritative,”” as is further witriessed by Note (i), 
y Which says: “ The uniting Churches accept the fundamental 
truths embodied in the Creeds named above as providing a 
‘  sufficiént basis of union; but do not intend thereby to demand 
the assent of individuals to every word and phrase } in them, or to | 
exclude reasonable liberty of interpretation.”’. This Note was not 
a part of the Scheme presented to Lambeth in 1930. 


There is a significant contrast also in the use which is to be 
made of the creeds.. The Bishops of the Church of India, Burma 
and Ceylon declare (Constitution, page 3) that they “‘shave 

“inherited and gratefully use the sound doctrines which the 
undivided Church upheld ard explained in accordance with the 
same holy Scriptures, and particularly that statement of the 
common faith of the Church, usually called the Nicene Creed, 
which we most firmly believe and in our common worship thank- 
fully recite.” The Constitution of the proposed Church of South 
India (Chap. X, Section 4), on the other hand, states that “ in the 
ordinary congregational worship of any congregation, no authority 
of the Church of South India shall forbid the use of the Creeds or 
impose it against the will of the congregation. In forms of service 
issued by the Synod under Rule 1 of this Chapter, recitation of 
the Apostles’ or the Nicene Creed may be recommended, but 
such recitation shall not be compulsory.”’ The Metropolitan of 
India himself admits that he considers that “ the acceptance 
of the Creeds is to a certain extent. compromised "by this 
paragraph, “ but all attempts to get that altered have failed.” 


Lastly we note that the final sentence of Section 3 sounds 
officially a warning which this C ouncil has sometimes been con- 
demned for proclaiming, viz., lest ‘‘ the proposed reunion should, 
if consummated on the present basis, lead to widespread disunity 
within our Communion.” Once more the Statement makes it 
clear that this “‘ grave anxiety of many Anglicans,” as it rightly 

y 3 terms it, is not confined to a fev’ so-called extremists in England. 
We may hope that now that it has been officially recognized the 
extreme gravity of the issue will at last be faced by those in 


authority. 
Published for the Council by Pax House, 11 Dacre St., S.W. 1. . 
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